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existence in every member of the State of an individual life and individual
powers of thouglit and action constitutes an essential difference between
the body politic and anything, to which the terni organism can be literally
applied. Yet of the two contrasted theories of the social union, that wbich
represents it as a compact, and that which. represents it as ail organismn,
while neither is wholly truce, there is a good deal more of truth in the
second than in the fiist. But organisrni, while they may grow, dcvelop,
and, witbin certain limits, lie moditied ini their growth and devclopmnent,
canniot ba fundamentally changed, rnuch less eau they be fundamnentally
changcd by any legisiation, by anybody's fiat, or even, as the experience of
the French Revolution showed, by the guillotine. If Mr. Gronlund werc
absolute dictator of the hurnman race -and no inerely national directorship
WeOuld suffice for the work of univeisal regenration-he would find a
repugnancy in human nature whicli would render ail his decrees fruitless.
The living dlay would refuse to bc mioulded by tle lhand of the autocratic
Potter. As lias been said before the defects of the social organisai arc
Oflly the ceuncerparts of those of thc individual erganismn and of everything
else in the world in which we live. Are property, as the iriducement to
productive labour, and capital, as the nieans of sctting labour to work, imper-
fect contrivancas and liable te morbîd derangemnant ? So are our organs
of respiration, of circulation, of digestion. iThey have their ailments
antalagous, say, to excessive stress of competition, or the undue accumulation
'If capital in particular hands. Nor will laceration aud convulsions work
aInY imiprovemeut in cither case whatever rational treatnient miay do. 0f
capital Mr. Gronlund scems to antertain that notion which is formed by
looking exclusively at weamltlmy mnufacturers who grimmd clown thueir work-
'nie,. It would be as reasonable to take Nero as the type of governmnent
and te identify medical science with poisoning. Let Mr. Gronlund only
try, Say in a newly discovered island, how much can be donc by labour
Wlthout the aid of Il1-orseleech. " and Il Vampire " capital. Farmer A
'Ponds al[ that hie earns. Fariner B saves, invests in a Loan Souciety and
furnishes to other farmers the means of taking up and stocking farms, to
their Own benefit and tliat of the community, himsclf receiving the intercst
'ehich il the price and rewvard of his thrift. Farmer B, according, to Mr.
Garomlund, is a Horseleech and a Vampire.

UTILITARL4N ETHIOS.*

Mn. BEATTIE'S little book may ba of use to those wbo are unfamiliar with
othical speculation, but hie might have written a more satisfactory volume

hclefollowed out more persistantly the promptings of the purely specula-
tieiPulse. The value of a philosophical doctrine must be estimated

evenl More froni the spirit in which tlic enquiry il conducted than from the
re8uîts arriveci at, and it il. difficult to avoid the suspicion that the author
hs 8 soatimes assurned dogmatically a conclusion which lie has not taken

'Pains te verify for himself. Nor does lie aîways state the doctrine of
hi8 antagonist with perfect fairness. No utilitarian would admit that the
emmd Of action is Ilseîf-iuterest." It înay be that the "lcommon good " of
the hadomiat is reducible to self-interest, but this should not be taken for
granted Without explanation. Mr. Beattie seams to be most at home in
the 'ritings Of irtetionists and of the older utilitarians. With sudl
writeers as Sidgwick, Bradley and Green hie does not show auy acquaimltance,
s.nd hi! classification of the ethical doctrine of Kant as "lintentional"'
betrays an irnperfact apprehieusion of the revolution in ethical as in
mnetaphYsical Speculation of which that master in piooh a h
leader.piooh a h

Ali examination of ail the points raiscd by Mr. Beattie is impossible,
butt a few words inay be said on his views of conscience and freedom of

f'l'Ot'oscience le regards as an "intuitive faculty," wbose province iscit O iudge but to give us tme distinction between rigît and wrong.
c'orlf the different decisions whicl the consciences of diffèrent men"

yield, il due flot to conscience but to understanding. This conclusion does

]lot Seenl to harmonize with thue statement elsewhere mnade that, from "lthe
fieraI disorder of our nature " conscience sometiines téfails te secure

Oeineto the right" But, apart fromi that discrepancy, the doctrine is
~9~f unenai)ie. A conscience that does not ,judge no doubt

0not go wrong, but neither can itgo rgt:i lsml moet n
r'Qst dilOaYs léfail to secure obedience to the right." Supplying us merely
With the abstract distinction of right and wrong, it il no guide te conduot

9't ail. Suppose thc uiiderstamding, inl Paley's instance, to decide that a
011 'il bOtraynhi

'whatc Ymn bi father was actuated by a desire for thc public gooci,
.- facultY" pronouinces thc act to be gooci or bad i Net conscience,
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whicl canuot judga the rigltuess or wronguie.ss of a particular act ; not
understanding, wh ich merely decidcs thc matter of fact; what then '
There must be some third "lfaculty," neitlîer conscience nor understanding,
which at once supplies thc idea of riglît, to accounit for which conscience
was introduceci, and applies it to tlîe case in hand. This lépractîcal reason"
forces conscience te occupy a position of otiumn sine~ di1,itrtc, and thie latter
becoumes a mue faineant ruler, presiding over a eain of shadows.

The truth is that Mr. Beattie's analysis cf thie " soul " is wrong in
principle. le speaks cf it as parceiled out into lots, ecd cf which is thc
possession of a separate Il faculty." Evcn coaumnon sense, on vhîich in
extremity hie is disposed te fali back, knows better :it knows that a man
is himself, and not a inob cf irndependent power-s. Conscience, wili, and
impulse, are but the single self -conscious or rational sui\ject viewed ini

different lights. I mpulse is tlîe tendency te will different ends, which
whcn realized il the wiliing cf sonse cime end, and conscience is the capacity
cf judging enmds te bc gecd or bad, or the actual judgmîîent tîsat a certain
end is good or baci. AuJ as every end is either good or bad there can be
ne volition that is net capable cf beimig judged by conscience te ime good or
bad. When once this is apprehieuced, the problien cf freedom mudmits of
easy solution. As a motive is the will in action, amd wvill is just the man
determinîng himîîself te action, te hmave a imotive and te be free are the samne
thing. Mr. Beattie thimmks tlîat Il )otim'e-dieterminatien " and Il self'deter-
minatien " are "two doctrines" in other werds, tiîat te be, determned by
a motiva is te bu lu thc chaimîs cf necessity ; aud lie tries te escape froin
the consequences cf a faise positiomm ly drawing au illusory distinction
between Il mnetaphysicai necessity " and "plmysiolog(,ical f reedoîî. " Hie may
rest assured tîmat hae is caulgît lu a imet tha ie ses cf wlmich cannot ha
broken lu tîsat way. lis inistakie is lu assurnimîg with bis utilitarian
opponents that impulse or desire as a motiva is an external influence
icrpelliig the will te act, whcrcas it is itself tic will or self in action.
"lMotive-determination " aud "lself-determination are, tîmerefore, ideutical ;
and it mighit aise be readily sliown that a mootive and thme coîsequencas of
an act irnpiy eule anotmer, se that a ruai's nierai character niust be judged
by the tendeucy cf bis act te further the perfect life iluhilnself and others,
whila thc moral quality cf bis act is determnined by its relation te the
motive, i.e., te thc nuan as willirigo it. Tlîus utilitariamisno and intuitiouismn

are recouciled in a doctrine whic h shmows thmat the righit is the truiy useful,
auJ the truly useful tha right. Itumay bc addeci that sncb a doctrine will net
separate, as Mr. Beattie dees, betweem tIse Divine "nature" and the
Divine Ilwili," but will recegniza that they ara identical.

JOHN WATSON.

THEli RIEL OUTBREAK.

CALGAR-Y, ALIi3RTA.

Tîrm section of country chosan by Riel fer lis second risiug againat the
Catiadian Goverument has been selected witî a very adequate idea of the
kind of warfare le inteuded te wage. Dock Lake il situated between the
North and Southî Saskatchîewan, about six miles from tIc south brauch and
twelve miles from the nortis brandi. A trail muns from thc south endi cf
Dock Lake, wbere the rebel quartars uow are, te Carlton on the nortl
branch of the Saskatchîewan. The country ail aronuci is hlf bush and
peplar and half prairie. Prince Albert Settlemnt begins twenty miles
east cf Duck Lake, and the town cf Prince Albert, ccmtaining from 4,000
te 5,000 people, mostly whites aud Englisb H1alf-breeds, lies twenty miles
further east still. The wîole section is tilled witl bad Indians and worse
ilf-breeda. For a guerilla warfare, ne part cf the termiteries is equally
favourable, and this is what mnakes it se probable that it will tax the full
capabilities cf the Dominion te stamip eut tIe revoit.

1 lare quote an interview with Major Waiker, cf Calgary, whicl las
beau publisied lu the Calgary fierad, a paper whicli seenis especiaiiy well-
informed en everything relatimig te the present troubles. Major Walker
,vas fer four years lu charge cf the present scene cf thc rebellion, as an
officer cf the North-West Momuted Police, thîree years cf which time he
ivas acting ludian Agemnt te thec Indiaus wlmo are iiow fightirîg on thc Haîf-
breed side

The Half-breeds cf Doick L:ike amnd St. Liierit fir.,t ocO siomicd1 trouble in 1875. In
that year, je Jmmco, one of thec umifortmiate mcinjmst kcillel imi î tilmt liatl Dck Lake-Alex.
Fisher-started fromn Cartomi on a bîilfalu itimnt, before the Indians and Haif-breeds were
readly. This was contrary to ami estîcblishied costomi aîiiongst the ulaim-imnters, by whielh
no individual or smnall party smoîmld start iii advamce of the itami body lest the buffalo
should be scattered amui drivemi back. Aý catnmm used to be appoimïted, u"ho hll pmower te
muake laws and impose pemnalties, aid a dsav ixcd( for the wh 1oie settieinent tc start for the
plains anmi Iîmmnt. Thme pemnalty foi' imfacion of these rules was confiscation of pmiperty. Thmis
peiialty lvas imnposed omi Fishier. Fisher laid infommation bofore lion. Lawrence Clarke,
î. P., who repmîrted the moatter te Ottawa ais a littie rebellion, amid asked for police protec-

tion. Colonel French went up ammd Galbriel Dimont, the captaimi of the hilmiters, wlso is new
one cf RieI's leaders, was arrested. This Dumomnt neyer forgave. Five years later, when the
Sioux wemît north, Dumont Nvas lieard to say that lie wvouid lîelp the Crees te drive omit the
Simmx, cr herp the Crees and Sioux to drive ouit the %vhitc,3. Strangely enomigli, Major
Crozier, wlîo was driven back the other day, uvas the olicer wlîo arrestod Dumont je 1875.

Major Walker goas ou te say timat the treaty with the Dock Lake
Indians was made lu 1876, but that theso Indiams always believeci theci
lad made a different treaty to any otler Indians lu thc territories, any
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